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Interview Summary 



09/895,244 



BROWN ET AL 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Kirsten S. Apple 



3693 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Kirsten S. Apple . 



(3). 



(2) David Victor . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 06 June 2007 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)K No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 14 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)IEI was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: we diseased the 112 reject - David orginally said that line 4 of claim 1 indicated it 
was a buyer but after reading claim 14 concluded it could be either a buyer or seller. We also discused the prior art 
David argued it did not teach the claimed invention. Examiner did not agree but recommended he put his arguments 
on the record and they will be reviewed . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Interview Summary 




Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 



which bear directly on the question of patentability F«"*iwuiy 10 see mat sucn a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview b^S^^^ 

requirements for which intem-ew recordation is otheX provided^ directed solely to restriction 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in OfflceTcUons or th Tke an ^exdSJed iom Z^Z^r.T^ r*™" 1 " 19 Procedure - «? r P<"««"9 
substance of an interview is complete* recorded in an ExaSS^SScSiS^^ ^ 

™ents^^ 

circumstances dictate, the Form should be malted promptly <* «°*« 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- pate of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name >of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- The s.onaure o! Ih« examine, *fto conducted me mieraew (if Forni Is nol an attachmen! to aslgned Office aclion) 

S ho»,d be" Setfc^^^ °**",<° ™»« •» °< »» ««™« C each caee. I, 

^) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) sss:^ of a subslanUve nature discussed ' uniess ihese - ««*»*™ *• 

5) a brieNdenUfication of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

' } !™2er! 0enera ' reSU,,S ° f ° UtCOme ° f ,he ln,e - iew un,ess «*•«* ^.cribec.in ,h„ inW .Summary Form completed by . 

accurate, SSS S^SS^ » - — * - compie.e and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

•l-toment ii^ ^T'T SM ™" * ^ S ^ f ° rth the e * aminer ' s of the . 

paper recording the substance oHhelnLX^ ^ -dicaticn, "Inte.iew Record OK" on the 
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